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MY REVEREND BRETHREN, EW 


pgs courſe of thoſe ſtudies 3 which 
are of chief importance to all men, but particu- 
larly proper to the Miniſtry, muſt have led you to 
remark the injury redounding to the cauſe of truth, 
and to the common intereſts of mankind, from inflexi- 
ble attachments to frivolous or even hurtful points of 
_ uſage and opinion; the growth of ignorant or careleſs 
T They who challenge an infallible authority to the 
ſingle judgment of their Church, have pledged them 
cumſtarice of practiſe or poſition, adopted through 
miſtaken zeal, deviſed; through partial intereſts, or 
raiſed into credit fllently and unperceptibly, as the juſt 
rules of Faith and Diſcipline have ſunk into corruption, 
| or declined from their fixſt vigour and integrity. Au 
_ infallible authority can admit of no retractions. 


B = 


"TE 


By atother lofty claim, the flies men have been 
driven to the hard taſk of reconciling with their pre- 


_ tenſions to antiquity, many articles in their belief, and 


many things in common ufe among them, which have. 
no ſanction from the Word of God; which gather no 


Ee ap 


ſupport from the firſt writers, or the earlieſt councils 


of the Church ; whoſe ſpurious birth, even to the moſt 
exact dates and periods of their firſt appearance, and 
ſubſequent encreaſe, is well known. The ſucceflive 


introduction of many of the groſſeſt ſcandals in 
their worthip, + faith, and diſcipline} have fre- 
quently been traced, with indubitable evidence, and 
full preciſion. Thus the ſtrife concerning images, 


which terminated in the depravation of religious ex- 
erciſes, gave birth accidentally to new notions of the 


Euchariſt, by which a point of doctrine was corrupted. 
The Cup was then taken from the Laity; and thus a 


piece of diſcipline was added, to match theſe novelties 


in faith and worſhip. , The earlieſt of theſe errors, does 


not reach above the eighth century; and the lateſt, is 
included in the fourteenth. But the glory of exem- 


plifying in its full extent the practice of adhering to 


abuſes once adopted, was kept for the ſucceeding age. 
Twelve articles were then added to the chriſtiaas 


Creed; and the ſcheme of eras 1 vague. mw 1 
of 
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of tradition, or by au thoritative ſentences, the baſe 
progeny of artifice and Ons „ Was completed. 5 


To ſuch 1 the Chak of Rome has tied 
herſelf ſo effeQually, by her proud challenge of infallible 
_ prerogative, that there remains no place for conceſſion. 
The true meaning and extent of Chriſt's promiſe to his 
Church, mult firſt be acknowledged. It muſt firſt be 
confeſſed, that infallible truth in the object, and infal- 
lible perceptions in thoſe who are converſant about it, 
are diſtin things. It muſt firſt be owned that the 


aſſurance which our Lord gave, that his Church 
ſhould not fail from off the earth, or be ſwallowed. 
by the gates of the grave, is conſiſtent with that known 


threat, which declares that the various apoſtacies in 

faith or holineſs, which may take place in any one 
Church, may deſtroy, its title: and where ſhall the 
romith, See find its exem ption from that peril . Let 


the challenge, then, be reduced to the real tenor of 
Chriſt's promiſe, which engages that ſueh failures 


ſhall not take place univerſally, and there will be room 
to ſearch into thoſe errors, which, throu gh the ſtrange 
conceit of particular infallibility, bind with indiſſoluble 


ties. | Remove that proud pretence, and they who have 
= dealt the ſentence of exciſion ſo Uberalhy againſt purer 
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chtrekes, e to ſee the engerer their on 
| defitements. we: ty 


OO I — that there may - 


| et Bee dia in every Church and congregation of 
Belie vers, ſome portion of the ſame ſpirit of reluctance, 
I indiſpoling them to recede from their judgement, 
even on the fulleſt evidence of miſperſuafion. We 


| behold the Greek Church perſiſting to this day in her 


_ peculiar error, long fince refuted, concerning the pro- 
LVeſſion of the Holy Spirit. I will not take upon me 
to aſſetrt, that an unrelenting adherence 1 in the ſeveral 
cotiteniting parties, to things of far leſs moment, may 
not have operated moſt unhappily in our own country. 
Nor will I venture to affirm, that the compliance of 
St. Paul with the deſires of many, on the one hand; 
vr his frequent cautions againſt i immoderate — 8 i 
| on the other, have been 2295 properly regarded. 


But 1 Haſten to the | main ſcope of this mY 
_ "Whatever miſchief you may have remarked as ſpring- 
ing from this reluctance to concede, where conceflion 
In great points might be neceſſary to retract from 
trror, or where conceſſion in indifferent and unintereſt- 
ing matters, might promote the bond of union; what- 

cer juſt concluſions you may have gathered from this 


. 1 


view of human frailty and perverſeneſs, Twill venture 
to ſuppoſe, that you have not failed to notice as fatal 
and as frequent miſchiefs ariſing from the prevalence 


of a different ſpirit; from an undue readineſs to con- 


cede important points; either for the purpoſe of 


avoiding difficulties, from the deſire of preſſing ſome 


done topic in a controverted ſubject in preference to 
others, or for the ſake of ſome new theory. Many 
ſuch conceſſions, in Writers of no mean name, might 


I think be pointed out; and that vigilance which is 
7 conſtantly required in the diſcharge of the paſtoral 
office, cannot be exerted. more profitably, or more 
_  Teaſonably, than in ſuggeſting cautions againſt 8525 W- | 


boding deſertions of very lid truths, 


"Before I au to inſtance i in articular, 1 Dua 
propoſe: one rule, which I apprehend will apply to the 
two oppoſite ſources of abuſe; ſerving equally to. remedy: 
the miſchief of inflexible adherence to all points once 
decided; and to check the raſh and. unneceſſary: 


_ readineſs to relinquiſh well-eſtabliſhed. 1 N 


received opinions. 


The rule which I NH e 5s that wah was. 


given to us for the purpoſe of guiding and determining 
the worſhip, 2 and 9 of the chriſtian 


Church. 
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topic here regarded. 


1 


Church. The Word of God, the ſacred Gn, 
conſtitute this rule, to which no additions muſt be 
made, and from which no declenſions mult be ſuffered. 
The Creeds which are expreſsly and diſtinctly founded 
on this baſis, will ſtand ſure: but all weak inventions, 
all groundleſs and pernicious ſupplements, accumula- 
tions, and ineumbrances, will come under the juſt : 


ſentence of e 


1 8 fixed this 1 of LE you wal 1 not 


wonder that I begin the few remarks which I have to 


offer upon the ſubject of undue conceſſions, by advert- 
ing to ſome: points, inſinuated or aſſerted, in which the 
dignity and value of the Holy Scriptures are deeply 


implicated, and, according to my apprehenſion, conſi- 


derably lowered, and impaired... The inſpiration, | 


through which the ee were compoſed, is the 
n this ſubject, many = | 


new, and perilous concefiions have been made. 
* 
Mück has Wn yielded 3 in this moſt 3 point, 
by perſons profeſſing not to call in queſtion the divine 


commiſſion and authority of the ſacred Writers, or to 


impeach their inſpiration in the main. Of courſe they 
admit the infallible certainty of their teſtimony i in many 


* and e It may be ſhown that 15 


109 #4 


at 


f #1 


| this limited acknowledgement will prove more 4 thn is 
intended by it, and will be found inconſiſtent with 


thoſe exceptions for which it profeſſes to leave room. 


It is intimated that there are in the ſacred volume 
argumentative, indifferent, and inconſiderable circum- 


ſtances, about which the Apoſtles and Evangeliſts 
might be permitted to uſe their own memories and 


reaſonings: it is further intimated that in uſing this 


permiſſion, their memories might fail, and their rea- 


ſonings prove inconcluſive. In other more important 
points, it is confeſſed that their inſpiration muſt be 


ee and their infallible Ne l 


But if this aſſertion of a b and infallible 5 


authority attaching to the Scriptures in all parti- 
culars, fo that they include no real error or defect, 
be teſtified in the facred writings ; ; we ſhalt have 
the word of the Apoſtles in a point which cannot 
be regarded as one of "thoſe ſmall circumſtances, 
about which they might be ſuppoſed to offer an uncer- 
tain teſtimony; and we ſhall have this word, 


ee. ug excluſion. to all dubious or . con- | 


Lr us „er what the Gered Writers unanimouſly 
rely on this head. 77 
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Tbe writings of the former Teſtament are called 


L the Oracles of God,” and again : the lively Oracles.” 


Moſt ſolemn and fignificant is the Prophet's appeal to 


8 them, to the Law, and to the Teſtimony: if they 
* ſpeak not according to this Word, it is becauſe there 


is no light in them.“ Concerning them David alſo 
ſpeaks thus, . He ſheweth his Word unto Jacob; his 
< ſtatutes and judgements unto Iſrael; He bath not 
«6 dealt fo with any nation; and as for his judgements 


4 they have not known them.“ To the ſame guides 
likewiſe our Saviour, in his parable, remits the 


wayward and unſtable, -« if they hear not Moſes 
„ and the Prophets, neither will they be per- 
<6 ſuaded though one roſe from the dead. Search, 
Gith he, the Scriptures, for in them ye think ye 
„have eternal life, and they are they which teſtify of 
« me. The Apoſtle witneſſes that whatſoever 


$6 things were written aforctime, were written for our 


** learuing, that we through patience and comfort of 
the Scripture, might have hope: declaring in 
another place 5 that-ſach things were written for our 
c admonitian, upon whom the ends of the world are 


«6 come.” St. Peter ſays, that holy men of old 
time, ſpake as they were moved by the Holy Ghoſt.” 


Well ſpake the Holy Ghoſt, by ſuch a Prophet: * is 
che * phraſe, When the written Word is cited, 


Tv 9 | Indeed 


4 


1 indecd“ if a difference could be Albi between what | 


was ſpoken, and the written Word, (and even this 


frivolous exception has been offered) the authority of 
the latter would preponderate with egy to us, for 


whoſe en 1 Was written. 


We may 5 lh on to obſerve, that it is every way 


feaſt; and even neceſſary for us to ſuppoſe, that 
as God inſpired the former Witneſſes of his will, he 
would inſpire the latter: they had at leaſt as weighty 


meſſages to announce, and they e ebenen 
to themſelves the fame commiſſion. „ 


St. Luke deckten that he writes ; his Goſpel to 
Theophilus, «© that he might know the certainty of 


«© thofe- things in which he had been inſtructed.“ 
Having been inſtructed in them, It is hard to ſay how 
their certainty could be better known to hitn by Scrip= 


ture; unleſs fome peculiar mark of the divine authority 
attached to the written Word of God. But waving 
this remark, which may appear precarions, let us 
conſider, in What way Theophilus could be certain of 
5 the things contained in any writing, if that writing did 


| not involve indubitable and ſure grotmds of certainty. 
It may be thought perhaps that tod much ſtreſs is here 


laid pon one word. It may be moral rertalnty, ot 
1 5 5 EE EQ. Og ſuch 
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5 An 8 as the aſſurance of any credible Witness 
might beget, which was intended. The teſtimonies 
which ſhall be further cited will, I conceive, effeQually 
cut off that evaſion. They will prove that an higher 
certainty was. ſignified : a certainty, reſulting. 3 a 
true and proper inſpiration, in points where no pre- 
vious knowledge could exiſt: a certainty, ariſing from 
an uniform and unremitted overſight and guidance, i in 
things to which the memory might ſuffice : a certainty, 
ſpringin g from an abſolute preſervation from all error, 
from all looſe accommodations, and from all inconſe- 
quence Where et Was needful. 


TY Many moſt important do gings of the Faith. are 
founded on the reaſonings of the Apoſtles. If we ſup- 
poſe them to be inſpired hiſtorians of the facts only, 
but liable to error or futility in their reaſonings and de: 


Auctions, either when they wrote as Advocates, or gave 


counſel as Adviſers, all ground of certainty, in many 
diſtinguiſhing tenets of our Faith, will be ſubverted. 
In that caſe we muſt betake ourſelves once more to 
Tradition; on to. Church- authority; or to the dictate 
of any man, whom we may think wiſer, or better 
{killed in argument than the Apoſtles. If we cannot 
reſt upon ſuch dubious teſtimonies, we muſt have 
recourſe to the wild conceit of immediate and infallible 


revela- 


E 
revelations t to each individual; a notion ede lere 


injurious to the credit of the holy Scriptures, and as 
favourable to fanatical deluſion. 8 


I have named three grounds of certainty in Scrip- 
ture, as they have been commonly enumerated and 
_ diſtinguiſhed, and I conceive that they are clearly and 


poſitively challenged. by the facred ds in their | 


_ own e 


„ e Lord ſays to his 3 eld Co ſhall be my 


Witneſſes;“ and in order to qualify them for that 
end, behold,” 2 he, I ſend the proper of my 
. Father upon ee t | 


With regard to that chic degree of inſpiration (if it 


be ſafe to diſtin guiſn it by meaſures and degrees) 
which was neceſſary for the communication of things 
before unknown, and inſcrutable by human reaſon, this 
aſſurance of the Spirit was given to the Apoſtles, * he 


- 4 ſhall lead you into all truth. St. Paul having de- 


clared that © the natural man could not know ſuch 
<< things becauſe. they were ſpiritually diſcerned ;” and 
having plainly aſſerted, that God had revealed ſuch 
_ „ to the 0 by his Spirit, adds, with re- 
„ e der 
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ts * g 
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4 Hence to their teaching, | ah We have the mind of 


*  Ebrift,” n 


22 
« 
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We have more general and comprehenſive teſtimo- 


[VE which mr the whole Was of the PER. 


The word Teſtament, imports the validity of the 


: | Hen; Den age e and facred ſeal. 


badging the epiſtles of $t. Paul, St. Peter gives 


2s teſtimony : ** even as our beloved Brother Paul, 


26: alſo, according to the wiſdom given unto him, hath 


- 


@'yritten unto you, as alſo in all his epiſtles, ſpeaking 


« in them of theſe things, in which are ſome things 


hard to be underſtood, which they that are unlearned 
and unſtable do wreſt, as they do alſo the other 
4. Soriptures, to their own deſtruction. Thus the | 


whole of St. Paul's epiftles are attributed to the wiſdom = 
given to him of God. The remarkable expreffion, 


as they do alſo the other Scriptures,” ſhews that 


they were ſet upon the ſame footing with other inſpired 


| | >ritin © The peculiar danger of wreſting Scripture, 
1 " which 18 Aikewiſs mentioned, concurs alſo to prove that 


it Was the known deſign of God to preſerve the Faith, 
and to refel all vain inventions, by means of ſuch a 


| volume. Thus they are called 6 "wp . by 


9 Way 
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way of eminence. Thus alſo they are emphatically 
denominated ** the Word of God. Thus they are 
called the Word of Truth,” which i is to be divided 


or expounded rightly; from which expreſſion alone 


their authority as a Law may be collected: and con- 
cerning the peril of adding to them, or ſubſtracting 
from them, what St. John fays, may be generally 
applied, “if any man ſhall add unto theſe things, God 


„ ſhall add unto him the plagues that are written in 
this book; and if any man ſhall take away from the 
words of the book of this prophecy, God ſhall take 
away his part out of the book of life. Nor leſs 

generally may thoſe other words of this Apoſtle be | 


7 « theſe ings are rughtul, and true,” 


St. Peter n that the. end of his dine: was, 
« that after his deceaſe, they might have ſuck things 


6 always in remembrance :* t therefore, he adds, 


| & this ſecond epiſtle, beloved, I now write unto you, in 
4 both which I ſtir up your minds by way of remem- 


66 brance, that ye may be mindful of the wards which 


% were ſpoken before by the Holy Prophets, and of _ 
« the commandment of us the Apoſtles of the Lord and 


„ Saviour.” When the ſame Apoſtle ſays, no pro- 
* phecy of the Scripture. is of private interpretation, 


„ be! 1s * by many to mean ſuggeſtion or impulſe, 
| | ne | 


„„ 
rather than interpretation, becauſe he is diſcourſing of 
the riſe of Prophecy. If the word eriuri will bear 
this ſenſe, the context anſwers ſtrongly to it; ſince it 
follows directly that —— came not of old time, 
<« by the will of man.“ But with ſubmiſſion, I con- 
cCeive, that if the word interpretation be kept, the 
meaning will not be, that the public judgement of the 
Church is the ſole interpreter of Scripture, according | 
to the romiſh notion. The ſenſe will be that no ä 
Scripture when interpreted or expounded is of private 
meaning or intention, or of partial obligation, but 
binds as a ſentence , e on a public law. | 


t. Paul ow the "IM IO diſcuſſed, with a 
full and peremptory ſentence, ** If any man,” ſays he, 
44 be a Prophet, let him acknowledge that the things 

2 which I write unto you are the commandments of 
% God.” He declares alſo that he wrote to the Phi- 
lppians, for their ſecurity: to write,” faith he, 
„the ſame things now uato you, to me it is not 
- &. grievous, but for you it is fafe;” And in another 
place he ſays, © 1 thank God without ceaſing, becauſe 

% when ye received the Word of God, which ye 
4 heard of us, ye received it not as the Word of men, 

« but as it is in truth, the Word of God.” 


"Tv. 


4E 
To cloſe this evidence, we cannot but remember 
that full and diſtinct aſſertion, all Scripture is given 
by inſpiration of God. Upon which I muſt indulge 
one obſervation, in order to induce you to conſider, 
how impoſſible it is to bind men by any form of words. 
or method of inſtruction, againſt the biaſs of their own 
perverſeneſs. How often do we hear it objected againſt 
the doctrine of the Holy Trinity, that it is collected 
only by inference and deduction, from ſcattered proofs, 


and occaſional aſſertions. The charge itſelf is ground- 


leſs. We have the form of Baptiſm appointed by our =, 


Lord: in which it is impoſſible to think that three 


Perſons of equal dignity could be joined together. 
The being ſo baptized, ſignifies a dedication to the 
exerciſe of faith and worſhip in that name. We have 
the form of benediction uſed. by the Apoſtle: concern- 
ing which it is alſo impoſſible to think, that he would. 
have bleſſed his converts in other names beſide that. of 
God: and yet the Grace of Chriſt, and the Commu- 
nion of the Spirit, are expreſsly included in the bleſſing. 
| We have that compendious draught of our religion, 
' wherein. “ our accels to the Father, through. the Son, 
and by the Holy Ghoſt,” is {et forth: in which * 
| fame enumeration and conjunction indicate an equality 
of nature, and joint glory. We have even a more 
n and exact deſeription of the. ſeveral | offices 
proper 


(us 1 


proper to each rene, in another dalle Wkere 


the Apoſtle aſeribes the calling and election of a 


Choſen people to the Father, their juſtification to the 


Son, and their fanctification to the Holy Ghoſt: 
compriſing once more the whole Goſpel in a ſingle 
ſentence: 1 Pet. i. 2. But ſuppoſe the charge to 


be well founded; grant, that we muſt take the proofs 
of our Lord's d vine Nature, from ſome texts; and of 


the Divinity of the Holy Spirit, from others; and of 
the Unity of God, from a third claſs; and then by 


conferring them together, arrive at that obvious and 
inevitable concluſion, that there- are three Perſons in 
the Godhead : ſtill we may learn from. the fate of this 
other neceſſary truth—the inſpiration of the ſacred 
| Scriptures—how diſingenuous the cavil is, wherein the 
want of a diſtinct aſſertion of the whole doctrine in 
one ſentence, is objected. It is diſtinctly and poſitively 
Aid, that all Scripture is given by inſpiration; we 
are not left to collect this from ſcattered evidences or 
deductions, though ſuch proof might be ſufficient, and 
yet how many and as much en to * wack, 8s : 


W the other. 


It is We Nee nee W PG of the FY | 
vine ſuggeſtion of ſuch things as the Apoſtles have put 
has a that their Lord had OT declared, 

| that | 


S "v1 IF 


Mets had many "things to tell He, which ey 
could not bear at that time when he exereiſed his 


miniſtry among them ; for which things he referred. 


them to-'the teaching of the Holy Ghoſt. Th what 
Way, or when, were 'thoſe 'things revealed to them; 


how are they revealed tous by them, unleſs the choſen 
Witneſſes of Chriſt were inſpired to teach and deliver 


them by word and eg 


We re now but a narrow cottipals left to motice : 
the 'obje&tions uſually made to the total inſpiration. of 


© the i ech but che chief ſhall be enumerated. 


It is obſerotd, thit thi "Projilides Ahe bey b. gave 


their teſtimomy in Poitits which were to be regarded of 


iufallible authority, ufed forme folethn indication that 


it was the Word of God Wich they delivered. 


Thrus faith the Lord“ was the warning for attention, 
and the certain notice of a declaration of the Will of 
God. We might I think regard the general appeal 
and teſtimony which was laſt produced, as equivalent | 


to thoſe introductions. But this cavil, which is truly 


inconſiderable, might be retorted. For if thoſe modes: 


of ſpeech do not attach to peculiar precepts in the 


e of the e or to ſpecial paſſages in the: 


98 evange- 
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"Es 


pretenee, againſt the. teſtimony of St. Pa Il, in. ſome 
places. It is remarked that this Apoſtle attributes 
moſt expreſsly ſ ſome particulars of Precept to the Lord, 
in contradiſtinction from ſome which. he reſtrains to his 
_ own: Waere It will be neceſſary to produce the 


firſt enquity, with this reſtriction, ( but I ſpeak this 
. by permiſſi on, and not of commandment.” He 
palles to the next point propoſed, and ſays, ©* unto the 


= 5 Br Ow 1 command, yet not 1, but the Lord, let 
66, not the Wife depart from her Huſband.” Fut to 


* "66 the xeſt, » ſays the / he ſpeak I, not che Lord: Io 
and he then; gives ſ ſome further rules. He goes on to ſay, 


8 now concerning Virgins, I have no. commandment of 


-* the Lord, vet I give my judgement, as one that hath 
obtained r mercy of the Lord to be faithful: “ and he 


13 . 


N 


1 With this expreſſion, applicable to the forego- 
inge decifions; < I think alſo that I have the Spirit of 


i 1 TJ 46 Goc. Fi rom theſe le paſſhgrs, ſome would collect chat | 
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does ſo : but the concluſion which is aimed at, will not 
5 follow notwithſtanding. A difference ef authority and 
inſpiratiom is inferred: but the inference is not juſt. 
We may obſerve firſt, that Many content themſelves 
With anſwering, hat Af. the Apoſtle did except theſe 
particular b from having the divine ſanction, it 
would not affect the reſt of the Scripture.” Exceptions 


confirm the Rule, in all points not excepted : and he” a 2 


might be directed by the Spirit, ſo to give his judge - 
ment in thoſe inſtanees, in order to ſhou / that they were 


left to human prudence. This anſwer is not unſatiſ- 

factory, but it is unneceſſary. The Whole cbneluſſen 
which is founded on the difference of expteſſion in 4 
St. Paul, may be denied: The Apoſtle ſeems: evidentl7 5 


to diſtinguiſh between thoſe” caſes of marriage and 
divorce, which our Lord had actually decided about 
which he had given a command; and rhO ich he, 


the Apoſtle of the Lord, decided; not indeed üpon the : 


ground of any previous ſentence of our Logd, but by 
his apoſtolical- authority, aided and tech the*: 
Holy Spirit. Why is it. to: be conchidedithat becauſe 


St. Paul alledges the commandment given before by. | 


— Chriſt, in the one cafe, and gives his own deciſion, in 
the other, that he renounces the apoſtolical/ -authorit 
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, ne Apoſtle Airs a cha diſtinction nw 118 0 com- 
mandments of the Lord, and his own advice. He 
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Ea 
and inſpiration in the ſecond inſtance? His own 
n. prove the contrary. He ſays he gives his 
judgement as one that has found grace to be faith- 
e ful;“ aud he aſſerts in plain terms with reference to 
thoſe determinations, that he had the Spirit of God.“ 
To that peremptory ſenſe, and not to a, doubtful one, 
the learned, Dr. Whitby ſhows: that the words, dn 
ds nay ue Veg; M may; be rendered. That Com- 
mentator concludes his obſervations upon the paſſage 
. withitheſe words, this, ſay. ſome, is not ſpoken: with 
«© the authority; of an Apoſtle, or a Leacher ſent from 
Gods, but in ſachca- ſtile as implies: an endinary:: 
<< affiſtance, ſuch as anꝝ ſkilful Paſtor may ſtill expect. 
But theſe men do not well conſider that the Apoſtle 
„ was writing to them who were apt to queſtion his 
„ Apoſtleſhip, and who: required a proof of Chriſt” 
<< ſpeaking in him, 2 Cor. xiii; 3. to whom it was 
<<. proper to ſay, whatſoever you may conceive of me, 
I ſuppoſe L have the Spirit of God. Nor, ſecondly, 
dos they conſider that dente is frequently an exple- 


tiven, aud Jaws dn may be here rendered. 1 


4, have the Spirit of God. Perhaps the words would 
„ be beſt rendered, I nt, I have the: Ty" of 
| "OLIN: =. 
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* Feen this<erticiſan by 2 various. references to other, plas 
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It is Farndir objected, that ſome parts of the Serip- | 


tures of the New Teſtament, were written on parti- 


cular emergencies. If particular emergencies produced 


leſſons which may apply to Chriſtians in all times, and 


gave occaſion for many general directions, how can 


this be urged. in detraction from the influences of the 


Holy Spirit? How many of our Lord's replies and 
dictates were drawn from him by accidental queries, 
by caſes propounded to him by perſons who ſought the 


ſolution of their own difficulty, or of ſome feigned 


circumſtance; and yet how fully do the anſwers meet 


the wants, and ſerve to regulate the judgement of the 


chriſtian Church in moſt important matters. The 
authority with reſpect to us, is not diminiſhed, becauſe 


the anſwer might be given to a Samaritan or a Cana- 
i anite in their JEN concerns. | 


Tt is objected, that ſome- boalts 65 -Seripture were not 
received in all Churches at the ſame time; nor univer- 
ſally admitted for ſeveral ages. But it is no impeach- 
ment of the Seripture, that the Canon was not com- 


pleted at once. The Apoſtles went forth to all nations; 
their journeys were various and diſtant; purſued in 


times of difficulty and trouble. Can we wonder then 


that ſome Churches ſhould: have inſpired writings, | 
which others did not receive ſo ae or that they 
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ezeee, with delay and caution in « adi ther? 


hen, e find them after due examination, univerſal ly. 
N the delay and heſitation, which is objected,. 
will ferve to confirm their title; proving, that full fatiſ- 
faction was obtained, and that the judgement on them 


Was not credulods and haſty. It was long before the 


converſion of the Gentiles was known to the Church * 
at Jeruſalem; but that happy er ad was no leſs real. 
doring all Tak Woe... 


(a1 is ge again, wo the 1 may TR 85 | 
corrupted. With regard to the Scriptures of the Old 


- 


| Teſtament, their integrity down. to our Lord's time, is 
proved by his acknowledgement, expreſs: or tacit; 


cith@when he appealed to them, or when. in reprov- 


ing the Scribes and Phariſees for their manifold or- 
ruptions of the word by their traditions, he yet, never 


charges them with having vitiated the text itſelf. An 


offence of too great magnitude to have been overlooked, 
had at exiſted. Since our Saviour: s time, as well as 
| during many previous ages, it is impoſſible that theſe 
Scriptures ſhould have been corrupted, from the mul- 
e of deres e Anal. by which ANY: en ee 


75 Bore: 12 l 2 IS 1 . 


* Ther nable Cath of EP MiſceTlanes! 1 e it to her! 


been Ben to the ode of that Church, more than twelve years. 


F | | | | could 


1 
0c not n to bene been detected. The ſame argu- LE. 
ment is applicable to the Scriptures of the New Tebg 
tament. They are cited alſo by many writers of the” | 
= e and * 119 199 the ſame. . 25 2 


101 1s objected, that the Sr is Hen ted in 
the New Teſtament, in preference to the Hebrew 
text ; by which means the authority of the latter ſeems 
to be diſparaged. In anſwer to this, a learned Prelate 
* obſerves, * that the New-Teſtament-reading of any 


„texts which are taken out of the Old, does if duly 
examined, at the laſt reſult, and in effect, accord 
„with the Old: and however different the words 


8 


«« appear, the ſenſe is coincident ;” and he remarks 
that the Septuagint, as a known verſion, was uſed ordi- 
narily; but very frequently deſerted : that a latitude 


. was commonly taken, according to the general purport 
of the text, without adhering to the words of any 
* verſion. . He proves his. obſervation by a large colla- 
tion of texts cited out of the Old Teſtament, and re- 


marks, that it is not the Septuagint abſolutely, which 


6 is kept: to, but the Septuagint, as agreeing with the 
„Hebrew.“ He fays further, whether the Evan- 


6 geliſts accord with the Septuagint, or tranſlate 
ane w from the Hebrew, they generally confirm the 
oh Hebrew text as ori iginal wn age: a for of the 
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25 forty texts een med, there are ceny eb 
in which the Evangeliſts having left the Septuagint, 
and either in exact expreffion, or in general ſenſe, 
or in both, kept to the Hebrew, have confirmed the 
Hebrew againſt the Septuagint.“ He adds, it is 
« plain the Evangelifts, in the inſtances brought, ge- 
* nerally leave the Septuagint, where they leave the 
« Hebrew. Had the Septuagint contradicted the 
Hebrew, and the Evangeliſts in ſuch contradictions 
kept with them, the caſe had been otherwiſe : but 
+4 the main doctrine and fenſe being the ſame til, by 
this following the 2 there is no r | 
ment at all of the Hebrew v. 2 BRO „ 


II We e 1 to e * whe fore- 
going IONS: have mm” to me to be od 
bi asg Writer 157 the: peaks Aer in bis 

view of the Evidences-of Chriſtianity, ſpeaks thus, if 
e once admit the fallibility of the apoſtolic judge : 
„ ment, where are we to ſtop, or in what! can we rely 
«. upon it? To which queſtions, (he adds) as argu- 
* ing with unbelievers, and an ed for the > ſub- 
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e Gantial OY of the chriſtian hiſtory, and for thar ; 


« alone, it is competent to the Advocate of Chriſtia- 


* nity to reply, give me the Apoſtle's teſtimony, and 
I do not ſtand in need of their judgement; give me 
«© the facts, and I have ample ſecurity for every con- 


« clufion I want *. The learned Writer does not 
50 this length in conceſſion; he adds, © although I 


think, that it is competent to the chriſtian. Apologiſt 5 
« to return this anſwer; I do not think that it is the 
6 only anſwer which the objection is capable of re- 


« ceiving. The two following cautions, founded, I 


= apprehend, in the moſt reaſonable diſtinctions, will 


« exclude all uncertainty upon this head, which can. 
ebe attended with danger.” Then follow the cauti- 


onary remarks, in which I conceive very large conceſ- 


fions are made. We are told < firſt to ſeparate what 
«© was. the objeCt of the apoſtolic miſſion, and declared 


* by them to be ſo, from what was extraneous to it, 


% or only incidentally. connected with it.” The in- 


ſtance he then brings of a topic ſo diſtinguiſhed from 


the direct object of the Apoſtle's miſſion, and as a point 


incidentally connected with it, is the caſe of demonia- 
wa hear 1 ry not to his . : 


o View of the Evidences of @huiſanicy vol. iii. - part 3: 2252 N 
p. 110. 
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ment in this caſe, © concerning the reality of which 
(he fays) as this place will not admit the examina- 
tion, or the production of arguments, on either ſide 
< of the queſtion, it would be arrogance in me to 
« deliver any judgement. And it is unneceſſary. 
„For what Jam concerned to obſerve is, that even 
« they who think that it was a general and erroneous 
opinion of thoſe times, and that the Writers of the 
% New Teſtament, in common with the Writers of 
„that age, fell into the manner of ſpeaking and of 
< thinking upon the ſubject, which then univerſally 
<< prevailed ; need not be alarmed at the conceſſion, as 
though they had any thing to fear from it, mr the | 
2 rat! of mo ol | l | 


My W n en 1 think Wey would have very 
ſerious grounds for alarm, if they thought ſo. To hear 
our Saviour addreſs himſelf to the evil Spirits in poſ- 
ſeſſed perſons, and in the very narrative whoſe hiſtorical 
truth is ſo contended for, to hear their anſwers; to read 
the record of ſignal miracles performed in their ejection; 
to hear what is ſaid to have been their cry — and to 
treat all this as a connivance at popular opinion, would 
be to ſuppoſe a ſtrain of colluſion, inconſiſtent with the 
_ dignity of a divine Agent; inconſiſtent with the can- 

dour and ſimplicity of him who came to rid the world 


of 


E 


of error, in all points connected, as this f is, with the 
kingdom of God, as diſtinguiſhed from the kingdom of 
Satan. It would argue a e of ignorance or arti- 
fice, no leſs inconſiſtent with the character of inſpired 
Writers, penning their relations for the inſtruction of 
all ages. When we hear our Lord ſpeaking to the evil 
Spirit, and ſaying, 1 charge thee come out of him, 
and enter no more into him: when the Evangeliſt 
ſaith, © the Spirit cried, and rent. him ſore, and came 
cut of him: when ſuch is the record, is it ꝑpoſ- 
ſible to think that he who called himſelf, the Truth, 
would ſo accommodate his words to vulgar error: to 
an error not like thoſe which are included in ordinary 
modes of ſpeech, adapted rather to appearances, than to 
any ſyſtem of Philoſophy, ſuch as the going down of 
the Sun, or ſuch as analogy requires, to render what 1s 
ſaid of God intelligible to us, but an error, if It were 
ſuch, founded 3 in re deluſion *, 


ty 1 to think that the Author of the Evi- 
| Jences does not make this conceſſion on his own part. 

| He conceives that it might be made with fafety, by 

| thoſe who embrace the notion of an accommodation in 


. This ſübject! is well handled in My, Gr $ ingenious ae 
Dise. 4th, | | | 


[ a] 


this Point. But "A adds theſe thts Which Sem to 
proceed from himſelf, and refer plainly to one of his 

diſtinctions, in the double caution before mentioned. 
*The doctrine was not what Chriſt brought into the 
„ world, It appears in the chriſtian record inciden- 
< tally and accidentally, as being the ſubſiſting opinion 
* of the age and country in Which his miniftry was 
* exerciſed, 1 1 5 


The ſame ingenious Writer had before ſpoken fa- 
vourably of accommodations of another kind. It 
4 js,” ſays he, probable to my apprehenſion, that 
* many of thoſe quotations of the Old Teſtament 
„ found in the New, were intended by the Writers of 
* the New Teſtament as nothing more than accommsy- 
* dations x. To which opinion I had rather oppoſe 
the words of Dr. Whitby than my own. He fays, 
* we have reaſon to believe, that either the Holy 
*© Ghoſt ſuggeſted to the memories of the inſpired | 
«6 Writers thoſe Scriptures which they uſed in the 
„Sacred Writings to convince them; or elſe preſided. 
* ſo over them as not to ſuffer them to make any in- 
, ferences from them, which were not agreeable 70 
be true intent and meaning of them; though at this 


* P. 207. Doe 
« diſtance 


. 
„ diſtance of time, we may not always be able to 
_ «diſcern the ſtrength and clearneſs of the conſe- 
20 e LE 


The focond caution ſugg geſted 15 the Auchor of the 
5 n is, that, „in reading the Apoſtolical 
e writings, we ſhould diſtinguiſh between their doc- 
« trines, and their arguments. Their doctrines came 
«© to them by revelation properly ſo called; yet in 
* propounding theſe doctrines in their writings of 
« diſcourſes, they were wont to illuſtrate, enforce, and 
_ © ſupport them, by ſuch analogies, arguments, and 
* conſiderations, as their own thoughts ſuggeſted f.“ 
He ſtates an inſtance of this, and then adds, ** the 
« doctrine itſelf muſt be received; but is it neceſſary 
*in order to defend Chriſtianity, to defend the pro- 
* priety of every compariſon, or the validity of every 
„argument, which the Apoſtle has brought into diſ- 
„ cuſſion? The ſame obſervation, he remarks, 
boy applies to ſome other inſtances; and is, faith he, 
. my opinion, very well founded. He ſtrengthens 

this opinion, by a paſſage from Biſhop Burnet, who 
 fays, © when divine Writers argue upon any point, 
wwe are always bound to believe the concluſions that 
3 Whitby's General Preface, p. 11. 
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, their reaſonings end! in, as parts of divine revelation; . 


but we are not bound to make out, or even to aſſent 
5 to, all the premiſes made uſe of by them in their 


© whole extent, unleſs it appear plainly that they affirm 


te the premiſes, as expreſsly as they do the concluſion 
„ proved by them.“ Not to dwell upon the ſtrange 
eonceit of rejecting the premiſes, but adopting the 
concluſion, (the words all the premiſes, and in all 
« their extent, may ſeem perhaps to palliate that 
poſition, certainly they make the whole aſſertion dubious 


and confuſed:) but waving this, how inconſiſtent muſt 
it appear to be with every juſt conception of the ſuper- 
intendence of the Holy Spirit, to permit an Apoſtle to 


uſe falſe premiſes, in the whole, or in part, to 
eſtabliſh a true concluſion. Much do I prefer the 


words of Dr. Whitby, who ſays, I do not grant that 


„ St. Paul any where implies that he doth not always 


* uſe the beſt arguments, but ſometimes ſuch as are 


* better fitted to the capacities and notions of thoſe he 
<« writes to; for if ſo, by what rules ſhall we be able 
to diſtinguiſh betwixt thoſe arguments on which 


* 


we may ſafely rely, as being abſolutely true, and 


* thoſe which are only accommodated to the notions 
„of men with whom he had to do ? St. Paul does 


indeed ſay, avbpurwoy Neyw, T ſpeak after the manner 
1 7 men, or what 1 is common to men, becauſe of the 


60 ir. 
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*jnfirmity of .y:ur fieſh, but he ſpeaks not this by 


„way of excuſe for not uſing the beſt arguments 


he could, but he ſpeaks this by way of illuſ- 
tration of his argument or exhortation.” The 
fame Writer proves this further, and he then adds, 


nas for the arguments they uſe ad h:minem, as they 


© are very few, ſo is. it only requiſite that they ſhould 
be truly convincing upon the principles which ſuch 


< men owned and received.” Thus he ſhows that 


the Apoſtle argued with the Corinthians, who denied 
the reſurrection. He aſſumes their falſe opinion, and 


urges from it,“ « then are we falſe Witneſſes; then is 


«+ your faith vain.” So that his diſcourſe is only 


an argument ab abſurdo. But,” ſays he, © that the : 


£ Apoſtles any where uſe ſuch arguments ad h:m- 
nem, as proceed on ſuch principles as were generally 
admitted in their age, without conſidering whether 
of: they were true or 1 1 [utterly ne | 


Thos the FO of the Apoſtle 8 arguments, we 


may alſo call to mind an expreſſion of the juſtly 
reſpected Mr. Boyle. When I remember, ſays he, 
* how many things I once thought incoherent, in 


* which I now think I diſcern a cloſe, though myſtic 


General Preface, p. i2ZF. 
5 « ſenſe; 
N 


* 


s ſenſe; when I reflect on the Author, and the 1 
of Scripture, and when I allow myſelf to imagine 
* how exquiſite a ſymmetry, though as yet aatifemct 
te by me, Omniſcience doth, and after. ages, probably, 
* will diſcover in the Scripture” s method, in ſpite. of 
* thoſe ſeeming diſcompoſures that now puzzle me: 
„ when I think upon all this, I ſay, I-think it * to 
0 en 988 forward thoughts ®, * 


bes author ef the Evidences embed, that A reſe. 
e rence in the New Teſtament to a paſſage iti the Old, 
does not ſo fix its authority, as to excludeall enquiry | 
1 into its credibility, or into the ſeparate reaſons upon 
* which that credibility is founded.” He adds, 
that it is an unwarrantable, as well as unſafe rule, 
* to lay down concerning the jewiſh Hiſtory, what 
„ never was laid down concerning any other, that 
« either every particular of it muſt be true, or the 
Whole falſe.” Upon which words, two obſerva- 
tions may be made. Firſt, that we take the proof. 
alluded to, of the divine authority of every book in the ; 
Canon of the Old Teſtament, from the general appeal 
which is made to them, as the Oracles of God, 
throughout _ Goſpel, The bare citation of any. 


4 rand Conerions P- 73+ 2 1 P. 122. 
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paliege' might- not otherwiſe ſerve to fix its iattivety.. 


The ſuppoſed quotation from Aratus in the Acts of 


the Apoſtles, does not lead us to infer that ſuch a 
ſentence was Scripture. Nor is that mention which is 
made of Jannes and Jambres, thereby conſtituted Scrip- 
ture, as to its original. As to its truth, I conceive it is 
infallibly determined, by being recorded as true, by the 
pen of an Apoſtle. The next remark relates to that 
expreſſion that, it is an unwarrantable and unſafe 
rule to lay down concerning the jewiſh hiſtory, 
what never was laid down concerning any other.“ 
The facted Scriptures muſt be intended in this place by 
the jewiſh hiſtory,” the queſtion®is. about them. But 
does any other hiſtory ſtand upon the ſame footing, or 
challings to itſelf the ſame authority ? ? -If not, there 
is a Rule laid down at once, Which never Was, and 
never can be applicable to any other exiſting hiſtory. 
1 it unfafe or unwarrantable, to . n facred 


Kntolodges ES) W ever thought of applying | 
to ordinary writers? But“ we muſt look to the pre- 
| ceding pages, for the ground of this compariſon be- : 
tween the jewiſh bittory, and any other. It is there 
obſerved, that t6 make Chriſtianity arifwerable Wit! 
« its life, for the circumſtantial truth of each ſeparate 
wh , ase of the Old unn the ang of 


OE LY. © 
„ evety book, the information, fidelity, and judgemetit 
of every writer in it, is to bring, I will not- fay 
« great, but . unneceſſary difficulties into the whole 
«+ ſyſtem.” In this ſentence, ſeveral things of different 
importance are mixed together. What follows is more 

explicit. Theſe books were univerſally read and 
received by the Jews, in our Saviour's time. He and 

his Apoſtles, in common with all other Jews, referred 
to them, alluded to them, uſed them. Yet except 

* where he exprefalyaſcribes a divine authority to parti- 
& cular predictions, I do not know that we can 

« ſtrictly draw any concluſion from the books being 

„D uſed and applied, beſide the proof, which it 

66 unqueſtionably is, of their notoriety and reception at 

: <« that time *. Thus the general appeal to the Scrip- 
tures of the old Teſtament is abandoned; and the 

whole ſanction of the Word of God, is conſined to 

thoſe predictions, which are expreſsly cited as bearing 
the divine authority. I leave you, my reverend Bre- 
thren, to conſider how far the page of Scripture would 
de narrowed by this reſtriction; how many prophecies 
would loſe their force, and become uſeleſs in proof of 
dhe divine Will accompliſhed in the Golpel ; how 
many Procepts would l back to the keel of ee 


TT , 
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: „idem and ordinary fayings ; how many types, gail 
intimations of the purpoſes of God, would forego their 
whole ſignificance. A far different ſenſe is couched in 
thoſe words of the Evangeliſt; and beginning at 
_ * Moſes, and all the Prophets, he expounded unto 
them in 4. che Soriptures, the things concerning 
* himſelf.” And again “ he ſaid unto them, theſe 
are the words which I ſpake unto you while I Was 
yet with you, that all things muſt be fulſilled, which 
4 ere written in the law of Moſes, and 1 the Pro- 
2 phets, and in the Pſalms concerning me.“ Here is 
no reſtriction to hiſtorical Scriptures, no partial appli- 
cation from books only commonly received, but a 
general and direct appeal to all the Seriptures. In con- 
formity to this general view, Mr. Boyle remarks, 
that God who was fo-preciſely exact, in the dimen- 
„ fjons, proportions, and all other cireumſtances of the 
s -antrent Tabernacle, though it were but a typical 
% and temporary ſtructure, ought to be ſuppoſed at 
e leaſt as careful to let nothing ſuperfſuous entrude 
ö 4 into thoſe volumes, which being conſigned to the 
Church for the perpetual uſe and inſtruction of it, 

„ muſt contain nothing unconducive to thoſe deſigns; 
ccc the leaſt text in it being as contributory to the com- 


_ aun of the . as every loup or pin was to the 
| F 2 - eee 
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uh perfection zof the Tabernacle *. Nor was, this 3 
_ eaſual ſentiment, or rhetorical flouriſh; he lays again, 
with no lefs energy, a wary perſon reads the wiſeſt 


* authors, with a reflection that they may deceive : 


c him, by being themſelves deceived; and undergoes 


a double labour, the one in inveſtigatin g-the mean- 
* ing, and the other in examining the truth of 
« what they deliver: but in the Bible, we are caſed 
„of the latter of theſe trqubles; for if we find the 


ſenſe of a text of neee we cannot miſs :A 


Pg 


truth to 225 


1 Mr now to the Gor 4 the W on the 
Ski where theſe words appear, © when we 


reflect that ſome of thoſe: from whom the books 


6 proceeded, are related to have themſelves wrought 
& | miracles; to have been the ſubje& of miracles, or of 
« ſupernatural aſſiſtance in propagating the religion, 
% we may perhaps be led to think that more credit, or 
aA different kind of -credit, is due to theſe accounts, 
„than what can be claimed by merely human teſti- | 
% mony. But this is an argument which cannot be 


«+. addreſſed to Sceptics or Unbelievers. A man muſt 
be Qa Chriſtian before he can receive it. The inſpi- 


* Conſiderations, &c. p. 79. | + Page 124. 
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4e ration of the hiſtorical Scriptures, the nature, degree, 
and extent of that inſpiration, are queſtions un- 


doubtedly of ſerious diſcuſſion, but they are queſtions 

„among Chriſtians themſelves, and not between them 
and 3 The doctrine itſelf is by no means neceſ - 
« fary to the belief of chriſtianity, which muſt, in the 
* firſt inſtance at leaſt, depend upon the ordinary 
* maxims of hiſtoricalicredibility 1 21 


The queſtion, my reverend END of the true 
and proper foundation of divine Faith, would lead into 
a wide field. It ſuffices for my purpoſe. to produce 
that acknowledged definition of it, that it is an aſſent 
to truths credible upon the teſtimony of God. Take 
it in the words of Biſhop Pearſon f. Divine Faith 

is an aſſent unto ſomething as credible upon the 
©. teſtimony of God. This aſſent is the higheſt kind 
of Faith, becauſe the object hath the higheſt credi- 
<« bility, becauſe grounded on the teſtimony of God, 
«. which is infallible.” To which he adds afterwards, 
that Truth then which is teſtified by God, hath a 
divine credibility : and an aſſent unto it as fo credi- 
45 ble, 1 is divine Faith,” | 


* Page 236. 
7 neee of the S, p. 5. fol. ad. 1716. 
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- not In inclfferent matter, even in che eſt in Z 
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whether the teſtimony which is offered to be 
pronounced to be divine. I am not ignorant of hat 
may be replied; rhat we muſt ſtill reſort to lower teſti- 
mony forthe vouchers to the ſacred writings ; that we 
muſt not aſſume the inſpiration of the evangelical | 
Witneſſes, in order to prove the authority-of Scripture 
by their word, and then prove their inſpiration by the 
Scripture. We: ſhould revolve thus in a circle, as they 
de who ſtrive to prove the infallibility of the Church 
by Soripture, and yet prove the Scripture by the ſole 


Voice of their Church. Nor do I by any means intend 


to controvert that mode of aſcertaining Scripture by 


| the ſuffrage of thoſe wholived neareſt to the time when 


it Wag Written, and by the conſent of Believers in all 


| ages: in Which ſenſe, and not as aſcribing any abſd- 


kite or infallible authority to the Church, the famous 
paſſage in St. Ruſtin is «0 be underſtood, evangelio 
. Hon crederetn, niſi eccleſiæ catholicæ me commo- 
<c veret autoritas, that he ſpeaks of the common teſ- 


5 | timony borne to the Scriptures by Believers is evident, 


becauſe he is diſcourſing in that place, not of the doc- 
trines contained in Scripture, but of the copies and 


writings. But ſurely we are not to reſtrain the mo- 
tives to credibility, - even with reference to the Kored 


14 1 

books, entirely to ſuch evidence. The proper marks 
of the divine authority are fa interwoven in thoſe 
writings, and the promiſe of the Holy Spirit to atten- 
tive minds ſo coupled with the publication of the 


Word of God, that without the wild conceit of jg 


_ ticular and immediate revelations to each perſon ; 
the no leſs groundleſs notion of infallibility ee 


to the Church, as Miſtreſs of our faith; the Grace of 


Faith, both in its principles and its motives, its firſt 


inducements and whole growth, may {till be properly 
and truly called divine, It is grounded on divine 


teſtimony, and it is capable of aſſurance in that teſti- 
mony, by more than meer hiſtorical perſuaſion. I am 


well aware that thoſe Evidences by which the authe- 


rity of Scripture may be proved by outward teſtimony, 


muſſ not be excluded, when we. contend for a proper 


| light in Scripture, „“ whereby, faith an eminent 


Divine, referring to S. Chryſoſtom, et e, may be 


«4+ ſufficiently aſſured that the Scriptures are the true 


„ and lively Oracles of God. from the ſpiritual force 


< and efficacy which is never wanting unto them that 


do not wilfully reſiſt it, to move and induce them to 
, à certain and firm belief“, Of this intrinſic 
character Salvian 8 44. 1 argue 


2 aer Coſin's Hiſtory of che Canon of Seri n, p. 4.5. 
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mentis ac teſtibus eget, Dei autem Sermo ipſe ſibi 
e teſtis eſt *,” Thus David ſays, the Law of the 
Lord is perfect, converting the Soul: the teſtimony 
6 of the Lord is ſure, iag wiſe the ſimple: the 
e ſtatutes of the Lord are right, rejoicing the heart: 
„the b d re of the Lo is pure, enlighten- 
ee ening the eyes.” Even | theſe expreſſions have 
been einſendel, and: the efficacy of the Scripture 
further magnified. “The word of God,” faith the 
Apoſtle, © is quick and powerful, and ſharper-than 
any two-edged ſword, piercing even to the dividing. 
% aſunder of ſoul and fpirit, and of the joints and 
% marrow); and is a diſcerner of the thoughts and 
< intents of the heart.” Thus then, although it may 
ſuffice to convince the unbeliever, that we have fuch 
teſtimonies for the truth, as they are bound in reaſon 
to admit as credible; and although we may not be 
able to demonſtrate to the obſtinate oppoſer, that the 
Scriptures cannot poſſibly be falſe, yet the ground of 
certainty to the Believer will remain ſure notwith- 
ſtanding. Inſtead of truſting altogether to external 
teſtimony, or of denying it its due weight, we may 
with the Samaritans give credit to ſuch atteſtations, 
and yet fay _, % now We believe not becauſe of 


9 kf 5 nt #.-5 * De c xr: L 35 be 5 158 1 
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6 thy ay ing (only) for we have heard him ourfelves;* 
or with the inhabitants of Berea, who ſtand fo 
_ eſpecially commended, we may ſearch the Scriptures, 
| after other teſtimony; and conſult them as the au- 
thentic records of the wil of God. 


In a . if the evidence on i which we receive the 
Scriptures were limited to human teſtimony, or hiſto- 
rical deduction, I deny not that Faith might ſtill reſt 
ultimately for its object on divine teſtimony. The 
miracles which Iſrael faw, were not leſs miracles be- 
cauſe they ſaw them not with a preternatural ſenſe, 
but with the common organs of ſight. But then the 
inſpiration of the Scriptures, the proof of which is 
various, muſt be maintained : they muſt not be ſet 
upon the footing of other hiſtories, in which caſe the 


| _ bafis of divine Faith would be endangered x. Nor 


ſhould it be forgotten that external elne does not 
conſtitute, in any period of converſion, the ſole evi- 
dence of the Word of God, or the N motive to 


belief f. i 
| My 


** Titubabit autem fides ſi divinarum ſcripturarum vacillat auto- 
ritas. Augt. de Doctr. Chriſt. L. 1. C. 38. 


. Biſhop Stillingfleet in his rational Account of the Grounds of 
the Proteſtant Religion, having very eloquently preſſed the excellence 
. e of. 
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My reverend Brethren, I have red that; part of 
my obſervations which relate to the very able Author 
of the Evidences, with great reluctance. But in 
matters of ſuch moment the only reference muſt be to 
that rule for which both he and 1 contend, * 

with ſome N of ſentiment. | 


of 
* 


The next, . laſt lb 1 I have to 
offer, and which I would fain urge in my own behalf, 
is, that in ſuch diſquiſitions, what is faid muſt be re- 

garded ; and not who ſays it. ä 


of Scripture, as a moral rule; as containing © an inexpreſſible energy 
and force; as holding out the accompliſhment of Prophecy and the 
work of miracle; adds, theſe very things now to us are internal 
e in the Scripture; the motives of Faith being delivered to us in the 
- *© ſame books, that the doctrine of Faith is: in which ſenſe the 
Seriptures may well be ſaid to be proved divine by themſelves, and 
as that 77 appear infallible by the 285 15 e is in them.“ p-. 222. 
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